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The type locality of Plain-breasted Piculet
Picumnus castelnau is valid

by Thomas S. Schulenberg
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Plain-breasted Piculet Picumnus castelnan was described by Malherbe in 1862, based
on specimens from ‘Sarayacou (Amérique méridionale)’. ‘Sarayacou’ or ‘Sarayacu’ (the
commonest spelling of the site name) is a common Quechuan toponym and refers either
to a site on the rio Bobonaza now in eastern Ecuador (Paynter 1993) or to a locality on the
rio Ucayali in what now is eastern Peru (Stephens & Traylor 1983). Both localities feature
prominently in collections from Ecuador and Peru in the 19th and early 20th centuries.
They were visited by different collectors and, consequently, there usually is no difficulty in
determining which locality is associated with a particular record. Perhaps it is inevitable,
however, that two sites in the western Amazon Basin, sharing a common name, are
confused occasionally (Jenkinson & Tuttle 1976).

Malherbe (1862) specified that the type of P. castelnau was obtained by Castelnau.
Francis de LaPorte de Castelnau (c.1812-80), accompanied by Emile Deville (1824-53),
traveled extensively in South America, visiting Brazil, Bolivia and Peru. The final portion of
their travels in Peru was by river, descending the rio Ucayali to its mouth on the Amazon,
then following the latter downstream to Belém, in Brazil (Papavero 1971). At no time
did Castelnau and Deville ascend the rio Bobonaza, and they never entered the current
boundaries of Ecuador. Clearly the type of P. castelnau originated from Sarayacu, Peru,
formerly just a town, today one of six districts in the Ucayali Valley, Peru (Sarayacu town =
06°44’S, 75°06'W fide Stephens & Traylor 1983).

A few workers have correctly associated Sarayacu, Peru, with the Castelnau specimens
(Taczanowski 1886, von Seilern 1936; see also Voisin & Voisin 2010, who do not identify the
modern country associated with Malberbe’s “Sarayacou’, but reiterate that the specimens
were obtained by the Castelnau and Deville expedition). Unfortunately other authorities
have reported, either implicitly (e.g. Hargitt 1890) or explicitly (Peters 1948), that the
type of castelnau originated from Sarayacu, Ecuador. As a result, Ecuador has entered the
literature as part of the range of the species in numerous secondary sources (e.g., Meyer de
Schauensee 1966, Short 1982). The distribution of P. castelnau otherwise is centred on the rio
Ucayali and the western Amazon (Schulenberg & Batcheller 2012). In due time the absence
of records of P. castelnau from Ecuador attracted notice. Several authors, while accepting
Sarayacu, Ecuador, as the type locality, suggested that the types must have originated from
somewhere else (e.g. Ridgely & Greenfield 2001, Winkler & Christie 2002). Despite rampant
confusion in the recent literature, the type locality of P. castelnau is very well documented,
and should not be questioned; suggestions that the type locality of P. castelnau is in error
are unwarranted.
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On a possible type specimen of
Tropidorhynchus fuscicapillus Wallace, 1862, in New York

by Mary LeCroy
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A recent paper on specimens of Dusky Friarbird Philemon fuscicapillus from Morotai
Island, Indonesia, listed AMNH 697224 as a possible syntype of Tropidorhynchus fuscicapilius
Wallace, 1862 (Besson 2012: 239). After correspondence with Besson, I did not accept this
specimen as a possible syntype of Wallace’s name and did not include it in my list of
AMNH types (LeCroy 2011). The following are my reasons.

AMNH 697224 came to the American Museum of Natural History (New York) via the
Rothschild Collection in 1932. Rothschild was cognisant of the value of prior labels and if
this specimen had possessed an original label it would have remained and an additional
Rothschild label would have been attached; often the history of his specimens can be
unraveled based on their labels. AMNH 697224, in fact, does not even possess a Rothschild
label; the single label it does bear is stamped ‘Rothschild Collection” with a rubber stamp,
which was done either before the specimen was shipped or after it arrived in New York,
in order for its provenance to be traceable. It was one of five specimens of the species that
came to AMNH with the Rothschild Collection, the other four having been collected by J.
M. Dumas on Morotai (LeCroy & Jansen 2011) and were noted on the Rothschild label as
having been collected by the former.

There is nothing to connect AMNH 697224 to Allen or to Wallace. There is, in
fact, nothing on the label (Fig. 1) that provides a clue as to the collector. The old name
“Tropidorhynchus’ has been substituted with ‘Philemon’. Subsequently, apparently after it
had been given its AMNH number, ‘fuscicapillus!” was added in a different hand. There is
no locality or date of collection on the label and the réverse is blank.
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